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The ratal at crime 

I While “organized crime” has practically disappeared, « 
crime as an everyday threat to the property and life of the I : 
average citizen — robberies, burglaries, assaults — seems to I 




have risen. FBI Direct o r J. Edgar Hoover, In his 1*54 semi- 
annual report, noted that “major crimes” had risen 8 per 
cent over the comparable period in 1953.* 

Mr. Hoover's Statement was based on crimes reported to 
the FBI by nftidpalitiea Bat bow significant are soeh ra 
ports? The U.S., says Thormten SeDln, professor of crimin- 
. ology of the University of Pennsylvania, “undoubtedly has 
1 1 the poorest [criminal] statistics of any of the n ati on s of the 
i \frot world.” 

For one thing, local police frequently fake their reports. 

1 Take Philadelphia. Police Commissioner Thomas J. Gibbons, 
who assumed office in 1952 as part of the reform adminis- 
tration of Mayor Clark, found that for years records had 
been distorted in order to minimize the amount of crime in 
the dty. One center-city district in one month handled 5,000 
more complaints than it had recorded. When a new central 
reporting system was installed, the number of “c rim e s ” 
went up from 16,800 in 1951 to 28,600 in 1953— on the 
record an increase in “crime” of over 70 per cent. In Hew 
York a dmiUr had gone on for ye a rs. In 1960 the 

number of property crimes reported by the police was 
about half those investigated by insurance companies. Fol- 
lowing a survey by police expert Bruce Smith, a new system 
of eentral recording was installed. In 1962 ss s a nlt a roee 47 
per cent, robberies 78 per cent, and burglarise 118 per cent 
£ over 1951 figures. As Smith concluded, “such startling rises 
\ ... do not in themselves represent an increase in crime, but 

C rather a vast improvement in crime reporting.” 

In the last three yean the Middle Atlantic States have 
* uhown startling statistical increases tar all msjor offenses. 
] But New York and Philadelphia account for 58 per cent of 
f the urban population covered by the reports. Do we then 
| have a crime wave, or a “statistical reporting” wave? And 
how many other cities stiU understate the amount of crime? 

\ . . . continued page 164 
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continued from page 99 

There are other statistical pit- 
falls. There are do estimates for 
«ty populations for the inter-oen- 
sus years. Since FBI crime rates 
ate computed on the basis of the 
populstions of the reporting cities, 
toward the end of a decade inac- 
curacies occur. For example, from 
1940 to 1950 the population of the 
three Pacific eoast states increased 
about 40 per cent In effect, the 
larger number of crimes in 1949 
were charged to only 00 per cent of 
the population, overstating consid- 
erably the rate of criminality. 

Even if one granted the adequacy 
of specific crime rates, the criterion 
of a “crime wave” remains unde- 
fined. For example, in the first half 
of 1954 robberies and burglaries 
rose steeply over the same period 
in 1953 — a sign, apparently, of in- 
creasing lawlessness — but murders 
were practically stationary and 
auto thefts were down. How does 
one weigh these facta? 

A check shows amazing varia- 
tions by cities. In Los Angeles and 
New Orleans all crime was on the 
rise. Portland showed decreases in 
assaults, but larcenies, burglaries, 
and robberies rose. Beattie reported 
assaults up, but auto thefts down. 
In Miami larceny and burglary in- 
creased. In Cleveland and Chicago 
offenses mounted except for as- 
saults in both cities and auto thefts 
in the latter. Detroit showed a rise 
in property crimes. Birmingham 
reported an over-all improvement. 
Memphis and Dallas showed rises 
but other crimes in 
iphis ware down. Analysts were 
put to find convincing expls- 
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